Model Interchange Working Group (MIWG) Minutes

11 March 2013
Attendance: Roy Bell – Raytheon, Etienne Brosse – SOFTEAM, Peter Denno – NIST, Simon Moore – Atego, Pete Rivett – Adaptive,  Ed Seidewitz – Model Driven Solutions
The following is a summary of our March 11, 2013 telecon. Let me know if you have any corrections. Our next meeting will take place in Reston, VA on Monday March 18 from 9:00 AM to Noon EDT (1:00 to 4:00 PM UTC). It has different dial-in and connection information (see below).
Dial-in information:
   Dial in: 877-847-0013

   Participant: 2564997
Link to webcast: (password will be provided on the phone):

https://emeeting-ext03.raytheon.com/stconf.nsf/meeting/7fb053f28c304c4788257b2d0046b2f1
Status of Release 13:
Release 13 is publically available.
Status of Release 14:
No change this week.
Request to Vendor Representatives for Reston Meeting:
We intend to discuss strategies for partitioning UML models in our next meeting in Reston VA. Each vendor representative is requested to take this opportunity to prepare a brief presentation on what their tool has to offer. We want to know what is available to support the simultaneous development of multiple parts of a UML model by different people as well as the ability to support the integration of a separately developed model into an existing model. It would be a big plus if a vendor’s tool has the ability to integrate a model developed with a different vendor’s tool into a model developed with their own tool.
Our Reston meeting will take place on the 18th of March at 9:00 AM EDT. This portion of our meeting will go a lot smoother and better if you can provide me an electronic copy of your presentation by the 17th of March.
Agenda for Reston:
The following is the complete agenda for our Reston meeting (all times Eastern Daylight Time):
09:00: How should we manage simultaneous support for UML 2.4.1 and 2.3? (Ed)
09:30: How should test cases 26-39 be released? (Ed)
Release a few test cases at a time?
Release all at once?
10:00: Coffee
10:30: UML federation beyond test case 19: (Pete)
Do we need an enhancement to UML?
Should models be broken up at the package level?
Do all vendors support a mechanism?
11:00: UPDM Status (Roy)
11:15: Wording for SIG charter (Pete)
Should it be a PSIG or an ABSIG?
11:45: Validator (Peter)

Closed Actions: 

None this week
Open Actions: 

111128-01 Check in model files – Vendors (note: need a discussion of where the model files should be put)
111128-02 Recreate models that do not exist – Vendors (note: need to decide which vendor should do each of the missing model files)

111212-01 Provide an explanation on the MIWG Wiki of why both valid.xmi and valid-canonical.xmi files are needed, and add links to this explanation in all of the test cases where they are shown – Ed

111212-03 Update the roadmap for MIWG test cases – Sandy/All

111212-04 Baseline the MIWG testing process – Sandy/All

111219-02 Modify the namespaces in a copy of the MIWG test case XMI files to specify UML 2.4.1, and rerun these test cases to determine which test cases are incompatible with UML 2.4.1 -- Vendors that support UML 2.4.1 including No Magic and Sparx
111219-04 Indicate if your tool can import canonical XMI, and if so, which of the MIWG test case canonical XMI files can be imported by your tool – Vendors
Wiki Updates:
Refer to Model-Interchange Wiki at http://www.omgwiki.org/model-interchange/doku.php for latest information. These minutes and previous minutes are posted to the Wiki.
-- Roy Bell

-- Raytheon
-- Network Centric Systems
